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proposal, or not an inherent component 
of the proposal, will not be reimburs-
able. 

(4) Coordination. Local costs incurred 
for coordinating any grant proposal ac-
tivities and programs with other pub-
lic, non-profit or private community 
services may be reimbursable. 

(5) Personnel. Eligible personnel costs 
for Innovation proposals will be lim-
ited to salaries and benefits of those 
employees directly engaged in the pro-
vision of recreation services or formu-
lation of new techniques. Volunteer 
services may be furnished by profes-
sional and technical personnel, con-
sultants, and other skilled and un-
skilled labor. Each hour of committed 
volunteer service may be counted to-
ward the local matching share of funds, 
if the service provided is an integral 
part of an approved proposal. 

(6) Special populations. A proposal 
which will provide recreation opportu-
nities primarily for a specific demo-
graphic group, such as the elderly, 
youth or handicapped, may be funded. 
However, the recreation provided must 
be open to the public, incorporate some 
activities for the general population, 
and address needs as identified in the 
local Recovery Action Program. Serv-
ices for special populations, such as 
transportation to recreation facilities, 
may also be funded. 

(b) Basic types of Innovation proposals. 
Types of Innovation proposals which 
can be funded are suggested by, but not 
limited to, the following types: 

(1) The unique integration of recre-
ation with other community services; 
such as transportation, public housing 
and public safety; either to expand or 
update current services, or to link pro-
grams within the social service struc-
ture of a neighborhood, or between 
neighborhoods. 

(2) New management and cost-saving 
or service-efficient approaches for im-
proving the delivery of recreation serv-
ices should be fundamental to all Inno-
vation and Rehabilitation proposals, 
and may also be the prime focus of an 
Innovation proposal. Extending hours 
of operation, increasing the variety of 
recreation programs, contracting with 
commercial or private non-profit agen-
cies to supply specific recreation serv-
ices, or assisting citizens in designing 

and operating their own programs, are 
examples of management approaches. 

(3) New approaches to facility design 
which emphasize user needs and pref-
erences and promote efficient oper-
ation and energy conservation. 

(4) New fiscal techniques to generate 
revenue for continuing operation and 
maintenance, such as tax credits. 

(5) Techniques for improving trans-
portation and access to recreation op-
portunities. 

(6) Techniques to facilitate private, 
non-profit, and community involve-
ment in providing recreation opportu-
nities. 

(7) Improved use of land resources; 
such as utilizing abandoned railroads 
and highway rights-of-way, water-
fronts, street spaces, or derelict land 
for recreation. 

(8) Adaptive reuse or multiple use of 
public or private facilities and areas. 
(Private areas or facilities utilized 
must be opened to the public.) 

(9) Techniques to prevent or reduce 
crime, abuse and vandalism; such as 
better design, non-destructible build-
ing materials, or use of community 
volunteers to supervise areas. 

(10) Communications and public 
awareness of recreation opportunities, 
including education in leisure services; 
but excluding research. 

§ 72.46 Citizen participation require-
ments. 

(a) Recovery Action Program Grants. 
Citizen participation is required for de-
veloping and implementing a Recovery 
Action Program (§ 72, Subpart B), but is 
not required in the process of preparing 
a local Recovery Action Program grant 
application. 

(b) Rehabilitation and Innovation 
grant. The applicant shall provide citi-
zens with an adequate opportunity to 
participate in the development of a Re-
habilitation and/or Innovation proposal 
and in implementation, monitoring and 
evaluation of the activities supported 
through the grants. The applicant shall 
also encourage the submission of views 
and proposals, particularly by resi-
dents of blighted neighborhoods and 
citizens with low and moderate in-
comes. The applicant is encouraged to 
utilize a variety of approaches to en-
sure public involvement. Nothing in 
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these requirements, however, shall be 
construed to restrict the legal respon-
sibility and authority of the applicant 
for the execution of its Recovery Ac-
tion Program, and the development of 
its UPARR applications. 

§ 72.47 [Reserved] 

§ 72.48 Federal coordination. 
Applicants requesting UPARR assist-

ance under one of the three grant cat-
egories shall investigate the possibili-
ties of administrative and/or funding 
coordination with other Federal pro-
grams. Higher priority is given to pro-
posals which relate to a comprehensive 
neighborhood revitalization strategy, 
including, but not limited to programs 
such as the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development (HUD) Neighbor-
hood Self-Help program. 

§ 72.49 [Reserved] 

Subpart D—Grant Selection, 
Approval and Administration 

SOURCE: 45 FR 71723, Oct. 29, 1980, unless 
otherwise noted. Redesignated at 46 FR 34329, 
July 1, 1981; correctly redesignated at 46 FR 
43045, Aug. 26, 1981. 

§ 72.50 Grant selection criteria. 
(a) Recovery Action Program grant se-

lection criteria. The following criteria 
will be used in evaluating Recovery Ac-
tion Program grant applications and in 
deciding priorities for funding: 

(1) Degree of need for funds to de-
velop a Recovery Action Program and 
an ongoing planning process, including 
the size and complexity of the commu-
nity’s problems, deficiencies in exist-
ing planning, and in the capability of 
the community to initiate and sustain 
continuing planning efforts. 

(2) Degree of the community’s com-
mitment to systematic planning, in-
cluding financial, personnel and time 
resources already devoted to planning 
or committed for the future. 

(3) Extent to which current park and 
recreation planning is integrated with 
overall community planning or would 
be better integrated as a result of the 
grant, including use of other Federal or 
State funds for related planning pur-
poses. 

(4) Appropriateness and efficiency of 
the planning program’s work elements 
(scope, timing, methodology, staffing 
and costs) in relation to the basic re-
quirements for Recovery Action Pro-
grams contained in subpart B, §§ 72.10 
through 72.18 (45 FR 15456). 

(b) Rehabilitation Grant Selection Cri-
teria. The following criteria will be 
used to evaluate and rank Rehabilita-
tion proposals: 

(1) The Federal UPARR investment 
per person served by the entire system; 
relationship between the size of the 
community and the amount of grant 
funds requested. Highest priority will 
be given to proposals with lower per 
capita costs in relation to recreation 
benefits provided. 

(2) Providing neighborhood recre-
ation needs. Higher priority will be 
given to proposals serving close-to- 
home recreation needs, lower priority 
to those serving area or jurisdiction- 
wide needs. 

(3) Condition of existing recreation 
properties to be rehabilitated, includ-
ing the urgency of rehabilitation and 
the need to maintain existing services. 

(4) Improvement in the quality and 
quantity of recreation services as a re-
sult of rehabilitation, including im-
provements at specific sites and overall 
enhancement of the recreation system. 

(5) Improvement of recreation service 
to minority and low to moderate in-
come residents, special populations, 
and distressed neighborhoods. 

(6) Proposal’s consistency with local 
government objectives and priorities 
for overall community revitalization. 

(7) Neighborhood employment oppor-
tunities created. 

(8) State participation in the pro-
posal, including financial and technical 
assistance. 

(9) Private participation by both the 
non-profit and for-profit sectors in the 
proposal, including contributions of fi-
nancial assistance. 

(10) Jurisdiction’s commitment to 
implementing its overall Recovery Ac-
tion Program. 

(c) Innovation Grant Selection Criteria. 
The following criteria will be used to 
evaluate and rank Innovation pro-
posals: 

(1) Degree to which the proposal pro-
vides a new, unique or more effective 
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